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W e use a m esoscopic com puter sin ulation m ethod to study the interplay between hydrodynam ic
and Brownian uctuations during steady-state sedin entation of hard sphere particles for Peclet
numbers (Pe) ranging from 0:1 to 15. Even when the hydrodynam ic interactions are an order
of m agnitude weaker than Brownian forces, they still induce back ow e ects that dom inate the
reduction of the average sedin entation velocity w ith increasing particle packing fraction. Velocity

uctuations, on the other hand, begin to show nonequilbrium hydrodynam ic character forPe > 1.

PACS num bers: 05.40.4,82.70Dd,47.11+ 34720Bp

Exactly what happens when a collection of parti-
cles sedin ents through a viscous solvent is a very sim —
rk quest:on to pose, but a rem arkably di cult one to
answ erEL, -2 In a classic tour de Proe, B atche]orgq’
show ed that the average sedim entation velocity vs ofhard
soheres H S) of hydrodynam ic radiis a has a lowest or—
der correction vs = v2( 655 ) where is the HS
volum e fraction and v? is the Stokes sedim entation ve-
locity ofa single sphere'g:]. T his substantial correction to
v with volum e fraction is caused by m any-body hydro—
dynam ic back ow e ects that greatly com plicate e orts
to extend the Bachelr result to higherorder n . Even
Jess isunderstood about the velocity uctuations around
the average, = v ¥.Usihg straightforw ard physical
argum ents, Ca ish and Lukef] predicted that for sedi-
m entation these should diverge as ( vy L,where L
is the an allest container size. T his surprising result pro—
vokeda urry ofexperin entaland theoreticalstudies (see
ref.fl] r a review). Alhough it is agreed that hydro-
dynam ic velocity uctuations are relatively large, there
isno consensus on the reasons (if any) for the purported
breakdown ofthe Ca ish-Luke argum ent at large L.

In addition to the findam ental interest and m yriad ap—
plications of sedim entation itself, researchers have been
m otivated to investigate this problem because of its rele—
vance to non-equilbrium statistical m echanics. Recent
studies in this line include a theoretical prediction of
a continuous nonequilbbrium noise-driven phase transi-
tion betw een screened and unscreened phasesi_'i], and an
experim ental study predicting a noise-induced e ective
\tem perature" that could aid in developing an ensem ble
based statisticalm echanics for driven system sfal.

M ost theoretical studies of sedin entation have focused
on the lm it where Brownian forces are negligble, and
only hydrodynam ic interactions #H I) contribute. In other
words, the din ensionless P eclet num ber

vla
Pe= ; @)
D col

which m easures the relative strength of HI and B rown-—
jan forces, was assum ed to be In nite. Here Dy is the

equilbrim selfdi usion constant ofthe particles. W hen
the graviationalenergy gained by a particle sedin enting
over a distance of one radius a is equal to the reduced
tem perature ks T, then Pe= 1], a criterion used to de-

ne the start ofthe colloidal regin er_f.l]. Sedin entation at
Pe 1hasm any in portant applications for colloidaldis—
persions, as well as for centrifigal diagnostic techniques
comm only used forbiologicalm acrom o]ecu]es'g:].

In this Letter, we employ a recently proposed m eso—
scopic sinulation m ethod 1] to investigate steady state
sedin entation at nite Pe, where Brownian and H I both
contrbute to velocity uctuations. To our know ledge,
this problem has not been investigated in detail before.
ForallPestudied,we nd thatthe average sedim entation
velocity is com pletely dom inated by H I, even when they
arem uch an aller than the B row nian forces. O n the other
hand, we argue that short tim e velocity uctuations are
dom inated by Brownian forces up to surprisingly large
Pe,whilk long tine uctuations have predom inantly hy-
drodynam ic character even at m oderate Pe.

To perform the sin ulations, we adapt Stochastic R ota—
tion D ynam ics (SRD) [4] to the problm of sedin enting
HS.SRD is a particke based m ethod sim ilar in spirit to
the lattice Boltzm ann m odel (LB), which has been ex—
tensively applied to sedin entation §]. Tn contrast to LB,
it naturally includes B rownian noise (see however ig']) .
In SRD a uid is represented by Nf ideal particles of
massm ¢ . A ffer propagating the particles oratine t.,
the system is partitioned into cubic cells of volm e a3 .
T he velocities relative to the center of m ass velocity of
each separate cell are rotated over a xed angle around
a random axis. T his procedure conservesm ass, m om en—
tum , and energy, and yields the correct hydrodynam ic
N avier Stokes) equations, including thee ect ofthem al
noise ij.]. The uidparticlesonly interactw ith each other
through the rotation procedure, which can beviewed asa
coarsegraining of particle collisions over tim e and space.
Forthis reason, the particles should not be Interpreted as
Individualm olecules but rather as a N avier Stokes solver
that naturally inclides B row nian noise.

The collbid-colloid (cc) and colloid— uid (cf) interac-


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0409133v2

tions are m odeled by a repulsive potential: Vi (xr) =
10 ( =)  (=p)" + 1=4 (¢ 2 " 4). For
Ve ), n = 24, which should approxin ate HS behav-
or.ForVge (r) wesstn = 6 and . = 0465 ., slightly
below half the colloid diam eter .., which allow s for lu—
brication. T hese potentials result in a hydrodynam ic ra-
dius a 08 <f . Colloid-colloid and colloid— uid forces
are Integrated w ith a standard velocity Verlkt m olecular
dynam ics Integratorw ih a tine step t= % te [_l-g]

W e now brie y discussour choice 0of SRD param eters;
a m ore detailed account w ill be published elsew here f_l-]_;]
The kinem atic viscosity = ¢= ¢, where ¢ isthe vis-
cosity and ¢ them ass density ofthe uid, isan In por—
tant param eter because it sets the tim escale over which
the mom entum (vorticity) di uses away. In dim ension—
lessformm it isdesirabletohave =D 1> Sc= =D 1,
where S cisthe Schm idt num berand D ¢ the selfdi usion
constant of the uid particles. Sihce Do,y < D¢, the

rst Inequality is always satis ed. W hen Sc 1 mo—
mentum di usion is dom inated by mass di usion, as In
a gas. If Sc 1 the uid is liguid lke. Since the
SRD particles could be viewed as collections of Individ-
ualm olecules, the Schm idt num ber of an SRD uid is
an aller than the real uid it represents. N evertheless, to
m odel a liquid-like system , we choose a relatively sm all
collision interval ( t. = O:ag tm ¢=ks T )*?), leading to
Sc 5. To prevent com pressbility e ects, the gravita-
tional eld gwaslm ited such that 0:0067  y=c¢ 04,
where ¢ = 2kg T=m ¢ is the speed of sound iIn the

uid. Finally, to avoid large Inertiale ects, the particle
Reynolds numberRe = vga= should be 1,as in real
suspens:ionsrgi]. Inevitably there w illbe a com prom ise be-
tween com putationale ciency and low Re. In our work
0:0016 Re 024, depending on Pe, which is sim ilar
to the choice m ade for LB sinu]atjonsi_é,:_é].

To further test the accuracy of our m ethod, we m ea—
sured the Stokes drag F 4 on the colloid for various val-
ues ofthe sphere radius s and gravitational eld g.By
varying thebox sizewe nd excellent agreem entw ith an-
alytic nite-size oortectjons'_[i_f&], from which the n nite
box-size lin it extrapolatestoFyg = v = 4 favs,asex—
pected for slip boundary oondjtjons{_l-g]. For the largest
box sizes we com pared the full velocity eld around a
single collod to the known analytic resultil], and varied
the ratio ag=a, nding that errors scale roughly linearly
w ith thisparam eter. W e choose ap=a %, which Jeadsto
a relative error in the fullvelocity eld ofabout 2% , sin —
flar to what isused in LB i, 4], and su ciently accurate
for the kinds of questionswe jnvestigatei_l@j].

T he sedim entation runs were perform ed in a periodic
box ofdinensions Ly = Ly = 3239 and L, = 96ag, w ith
N = 8 to 800 colloids and N ¢ 5 18 SRD parti-
cles, corresponding to an average ofabout 5 particles per
coarsegraining cell volum e ag . The system size is sin
Jar to som e successful LB sin u]atjonsfg]. A gravitational

eld g, applied in the z direction, was varied to produce
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FIG .1: Average sedin entation velocity, vs nom alized by the
Stokes velocity vg , as a function of volum e fraction for vari-
ousP eclet num bers. T he reduction ofvs due to hydrodynam ic
back ow e ects is ndependent of Pe. D ashed lines corre—
soond to two versions of the sam iem pirical R ichardson-Zaki
Taw vo=v? = () fi]. The dotted line is another theoretical

prediction taking higher order H I into aocountELé]. Ignoring
hydrodynam ics leads to vs=v2 =1 (dash-dotted line).

di erent Pe. The sinulations were run from 200 Stokes
tinesty (forPe= 0:) to 30;000ts (forPe= 15),where
ts = a=vg is the tin e i takes a sphere to sedin ent one
particle radius. W e veri ed that there was no drift in
averages after about 100 tg, so that the suspension is in
steady state. To check that our system is lJarge enough,
w e perform ed som e runs or double the box size described
above, as well as for ap=a = %, nding no signi cant
changes in our conclusionsfi1].

The average sedimn entation velocity vs for di erent
Peclet numbers and di erent sphere packing fractions

= % a’,with the colloid num ber density, is shown
n Fig. :}' At low densities the results are consistent
w ith the Batchelr law {], while at higher densities they
com pare well with a number of other form s also de-
rived for the Pe ! 1 Jinjt@:]. A Yhough one m ight
naively expect that the e ect of HI becom es weaker for
Pe< 1,weobservethat the resuls forall P eclet num bers
01 Pe 15 lie exactly on the sam e curve. Taking into
account only Brownian uctuations gives ¢ = v2 (1 )
'EJ], which heavily underestin atesback ow e ects. This
is strong evidence that purely hydrodynam ic argum ents
are still valid in an average sense at low Pe.

W e next discuss velocity uctuations around the av-—
erage. In colloidal system s the Instantaneous velocity

uctuations v = v yaredom hated by themmal uc-
tuations, w ith a m agnitude determ ined by equipartition:

V2 = kg T=m . Herem is the mass of a colbid. To
disentangle the hydrodynam ic  uctuations from themm al

uctuations, we describbe spatial and tem poral correla-—
tions In the velocity uctuations. T he spatial correlation
ofthe z com ponent (parallel to the sedim entation) ofthe
velocity uctuationscan be de ned as

C, (v

hv©0) % @©i, )
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FIG .2: Spatialcorrelation finctions of the parallel (z) com —
ponent of the velocity uctuations as a function of distance
perpendicular (@) and parallel (o) to the extemal eld, for
three di erent volum e fractions ( = 0:02 (grey symbols),

= 004 (whie), = 0086 (plack)) and di erent Peclkt
num bers. The correlation finctions are scaled wih v2 to
em phasize hydrodynam ic uctuations. The insets show how
C, (r), scaled with C (0) = kg T=m , Increases with Pe.

where h:::1 represents a tin e average over m any parti-

cles. T he distance vector r is taken perpendicular to sed—

In entation, C, (x), orparallelto i, C, (z). Sin ilarly, the

tem poral correlation of the z com ponent of the velocity
uctuations can be de ned as

3)

In Fjg.:_Z we plot C, (r), which shows a positive spa—
tial correlation along the direction of ow, and an anti-
correlation perpendicularto the ow,very much like that
observed in experin ents[_l-ﬂ:] T he inset of F jg.:j @) shows
that at Pe=1 the correlation in the perpendicular di-
rection, C, (x), is aln ost negligble com pared w ith the
them al uctuation strength k T=m , whereas for larger
Pe, distinct regions of negative am plitude em erge, w hich
grow with increasing Pe. Sin ilarly, the Inset ofF 4. Q o)
show s correlations in the parallel direction that rapidly
Increase w ith Pe. For the highest P eclet num bers studied
5 Pe 15),the am plitudes of these correlations grow
proportionally to vﬁ ,asshown In them ain plots ofF Jg-_z’ .
U nfrtunately, because the division by v2 ampli es the
statisticalnoise, we are unable to verify w hether this scal-
ing persists orPe< 5. Them inmmum in Fig.d (@) is lin -
ited by the box size. W e checked thisby sin ulating larger
system s: the correlation size Increased linearly w ith box
din ensions [_1-]_:], as found for LB E_S], suggesting that the
hydrodynam ic velocity uctuations are unscreened.

The follow Ing tim escales are im portant for tem poral
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FIG . 3: Tem poral correlation functions of the z com ponent
of the velocity uctuations for = 0:02 and di erent Peclet
numbers. (@) Tine is scaled with the Brownian relaxation
tine 5 = m= and the velocities are scaled w ith the them al
uctuation strength kg T=m . T he straight line is the hydro—
cly_namjclorlgtjmetalet3:2 withB ! = 12 ¢kg T ( )*2

[13]. Theresults forPe 1 are indistinguishable. (b) Timeis
scaled with the Stokes tim e ts = a=vs and the velocities are
scaled with vZ to highlight hydrodynam ic velocity uctua—
tions. T he straight line isa t dem onstrating the exponential
decay of non-equilbrium hydrodynam ic uctuations.

correlations: In a liquid, the solvent relaxation time

¢, typically of order 10 4 sfi], is the sm allest relevant
tin escale. A (larger) B row nian particle experiences ran—
dom forces and a friction . A s a consequence, it loses
mem ory of its initial velocity affer a tine 3 m= ,
which is typically of the order of 10 ° sfi]. For tine
scales larger than 3 , the particle experiences di usive
behavior and affera tine p = a®=D s it has trav—-
eled over its own radius. For correct coarse-grained tem —
poralbehavior, the tin escales don’t need to be identical
to the underlying uid, but it is In portant that they are
clearly separated E_S;]. T his is indeed the case forour choice
of SRD param eters, where ¢ t= 01, s 2, and

» 200 (inunitsa n s=ks T )7 ). Since the Stokestin e
t5 a=¢ = p =Pemust be g s this this setsa lim it
on them axinum Pe num ber for these param eters.

Fi. 3 show s the tem poral correlation fiinctions along
the direction of sedim entation. At short times the
behavior is well described by exponential Brownian
relaxation I]l: Csnore )= V2 exp ( t=5 ).Atintem edi-
atetim es it ©llow sthe wellknow n algebraic long tin e tail
Ciong (=Bt *?, associated w ith the fact that m om en—
tum uctuationsdi use away ata nite rate detem ined
by the kinem atic viscosity . Analyticalequilibrium cal-
culations of B [_1-5] exactly t the low Pe nonequilibrium
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FIG . 4: Scaling of the hydrodynam ic relaxation tim es (left
scale) and velocity uctuation am plitudes (right scale) w ith
volum e fraction. StIanht lines are expected scalings for an
unscreened system [4,.16

results n Fig. :3 (@) wih no adjistable param eters!

Several experin ental studies l_l-é_i] on the sedin entation
ofnonBrownian Pe ! 1 ) particles have found an ex—
ponential relaxation of the form

C.= Vi exp( t=u). @)

This non-equilbriuim hydrodynam ic e ect takes place
overm uch longer tim e-scales than the initial exponential
B rownian relaxation. The doubledogarithm ic F ig. :_3 @)
show s that a new mode of uctuations becom es distin—
guishable in our sin ulations orPe> 1. In Fjg.:_ﬁ(b) the
correlation finctions are scaled with v2 to highlight the
nonequilbriim hydrodynam ic uctuations. ForPe 10
the uctuations scale onto a single exponential m aster
curve, sin ilar to the high-Pe experin ents[_l-fi], w hereas
for lower Pe deviations are seen. From the exponential

ttoEq.:_(h),wecan estin ate the relaxation tine y and
the amplinde V2 of the hydrodynam ic  uctuations.
Thessareshown n F jg.:ff fordi erentvolum e fractions
T he scalings of the relaxation tin e and uctuation am —
plitude with are consistent with V7 ¥L =(% a)
and 2 ’= v €2 L=( a), predicted for un-
screened hydrodynam ic  uctuationsby a sin ple heuristic
argum ent[l6] akin to that used by Ca ish and Luke:f4].

Asseen In Fig. -i, the short tin e velocity uctuations
are dom nated by them al uctuations at allP eclet num —
bers studied. By com paring vy wih vy ,weestinate
the critical Pe , above which hydrodynam ic  uctuations
are larger than them al uctuations for all t [1i7]:

1
Vi TL 2 Pe
H ks c)? Pe o )
Vr Pe
For exampl, Pr polystyrene colloids in water ( =
103 Pas, T = 300K, . = 1050 kgm 3), Pe

@=10 ¥ m)=( L=a) %. For = 0:00l,a= 10 ° m,and
= 100 (sn allerthan the screening length at this con-
centration [14,17]),we ndalargevalie:Pe 3 16,
In conclusion, we have adapted a m esoscopic sin ula—
tion m ethod, SRD ij], to study sedin entation at nie
Peckt num bers. Hydrodynam icback ow corrections re—
duce the average sedin entation velociy vg, irrespective

ofPe. Thus, even when H I are relatively sm all, B row nian

dynam ics sin ulation m ethods'g:] w ill yield qualitatively

noorrect results for this problem . Long-tin e nonequi-
Hbrim velociy uctuationsbecom e evident forPe> 1,
and scale ke those orPe! 1 ,whilke shorttine uctu-—
ations are dom inated by B rownian forces up to surpris—
Ingly large Pe. In other words, neither hydrodynam ic

Interactions nor Brownian forces can be ignored for a

signi cant param eter regim e.
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71 W hen hydrodynam ic uctuations are screened @4], then
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